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Les secretaires athhiiens. Par Maubice Bbillant. 191 e fascicule 
de la Bibliotheque de l'Ecole des hautes 6tudes. Paris, 1911. 

About thirteen years ago several attempts were made to select the three 
secretaries mentioned in Aristotle's Const, of Athens from among those who 
figure in the Athenian literature and inscriptions. One of them was made 
by the reviewer in the seventh number of the Cornell Studies; another by 
Julius Penndorf in the eighteenth volume of the Leipziger Studien. In many 
points the results reached were in agreement, but in a number of important 
particulars they were contradictory and where this was the case scholars 
have in general followed Penndorf. 

M. Brillant has now taken up the entire question anew. He has used 
little additional material, but he has proceeded cautiously and has weighed 
the evidence nicely in each phase of the discussion. His conclusions are 
substantially those of the reviewer, who hopes that they will now find more 
general acceptance. 

Occasionally, the latest word on the subject has not been heard by 
M. Brillant. He would never have taken the untenable position he has 
assumed on the avaypa<p«s of 321/0-319/8 b.c. had he seen the new inscrip- 
tions published by Wilhelm in Oesterr. Jahreshefte, 1908, pp. 82 ff. He would 
undoubtedly have transferred the secretaries Kleig[enes] and Ilora/uos 
from the epoch 312/6-308/7 B.C. had he read The Priests of Asklepios, p. 149, 
and Sundwall, Acta Soc. Scien. Fennicae XXXIV, 4, p. 11. The date of the 
creation of the tribe Ptolemais is 224, not 229/8 or ca. 215 b.c. (Beloch, 
Griech. Gesch., Ill, 2, p. 61 : Klio, 1909, pp. 339 f .) . Had he seen it, M. Brillant 
would doubtless have got much satisfaction from the following passage of 
the vofUK published in 'E<£. 'Apx-> 1910, pp. 1 ff . : rbv Si •ypap, / ua[Tea rijs 
/3ou\i/s] Trpoo-avaypaxj/ai. t[6v vofxov rovSe] 7rp6s rbv irp6rtpo[v tov Xaipjj/Aoi/]i- 
Sov cts rqv <rrrj\[r]V rrjv ip.TrpooS\o/ rdv Mryrpwiov. e[is 8« rr)v avayp\a<prp/ 
rrp (ttiJXijs S[ovvai tov rap£\av tov Stj/jlov A[A Spa^/ias ck tcov] eis ra Kara 
ifiri(pi<rpaTa. For it brings a confirmation of the views which are most dis- 
tinctively new in his dissertation — that 6 «ri tous uopovs of Aristotle is the 
same as 6 orl ra \j/r)<purpaTa of two well-known inscriptions, and that the 
ypap,iuirtvs t^s fiovkrjs was his superior. 

William Scott Fehguson 
Cambridge, Mass. 



M. Tulli Ciceronis Paradoxa Stoicorum, Academicorum Reliquiae 
cum Lucullo, Timaeus, De Natura Deorum, De Divinatione, De 
Fato. Fasciculus II. Ed. Otto Plasberg. Leipzig: Teubner, 
1911. Pp. 199-399. M. 8. 

The second fascicle of Plasberg's Cicero (of which the first fascicle was 
reviewed in CP VI, 2) contains the three books of De natura deorum. For 
a full discussion of the MSS the reader is again referred to Dieckhoff's 
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dissertation on the subject. The chief MSS are of course A, B (Vossiani 
84 and 86), and V (Vindobonensis 189): where V is lacking, i.e., in Book I 
and the beginning of Book II, N (Nostradamensis Parisinus 17812) is sub- 
stituted. Plasberg's other MSS are D (Harleianus 2622), H (Heinsianus 
118), G (Bumeianus 148), P (Palatinus 1519 — much mutilated), all related 
to A; F (Florentinus Marcianus 257), M (Monacensis 528), related to B; 
(Mayor's Oxoniensis Mertonianus 311), related to V. In the margin of 
each page beside the critical apparatus are given the symbols of the MSS 
used, so that it is possible to see at a glance what MSS are available for a 
specific passage. A full collation is attempted only for A, B, V, and even for 
them variants in orthography merely are seldom given. With regard to the 
other MSS, inferences ex silentio may be drawn only for those noted in the 
margin. Readings are also given from the editions of Baiter (1861 and 1864), 
Mueller (1878-79), and Mayor (1880-85). 

The text, like that of the works contained in the first fascicle, is very 
conservative. I have noted more than fifty passages where the editor fol- 
lows the best MSS against the readings of inferior MSS or conjectures 
adopted by all the editors whom he cites. Examples follow: I, 39 umbram 
(vim, normam, &, edd.), I, 60 spes (res, edd.), I, 111 velle (Vellei, edd.), 

II 4 motu (nutu, edd.), II, 100 eludit (cludit, alludit, edd.), II, 141 nimios 
(minimos, edd.), Ill, 74 Laetoria (Plaetoria, edd.). He has incorporated 
in the text few conjectures; I have noted sixteen of his own, e.g., I, 29 
sensum (sententiam, scientiam, MSS), II, 120 brassicae (brassicis or om., 
MSS), II, 126 purgando (purgante, MSS), II, 141 posculentis (potulentis, 
MSS). Mayor's edition has evidently been carefully considered, though 
none of Mayor's own conjectures have been adopted and the editor has 
wisely refused to accept the somewhat numerous transpositions of that 
edition. 

There are numerous references to parallel passages in Cicero and other 
ancient writers, and many of them, especially those from Lactantius, Minu- 
cius Felix, St. Augustine, and Firmicus, are quoted in full; the editor's own 
views are supported by references to ancient authors and modern scholars 
and by original argument; references for quotations in the text are cited 
and when they are from the Greek the originals are usually quoted. The 
notes are therefore quite as much exegetical as critical. 

The testimonia from Cicero's other works are prefixed to the text. The 
fragments are inserted in the text to fill the lacuna generally recognized at 

III 65 between sed and nequaquam. To the fragments usually assigned 
to Book III, Plasberg has added the passage from Lactantius (De ira Dei 13, 
9-12, 20-21) which treats of the causes for the existence of evil and, follow- 
ing Baiter and Davies, Arnobius III, 6. On the other hand we miss the 
three fragments from Servius ex libris incertis. At III, 65 are also given 
headings for subjects which III, 17, 18, 37, 65 suggest may have been dis- 
cussed at this point. 
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There are few typographical errors, although in several passages even a 

German must feel the need of interrogation points. There is no attempt 

at uniformity in the use of i and u before m in superlatives or of u and o 

after v. In a book otherwise so convenient to use it is a pity that the 

numerous quotations from the poets in the text are not spaced on separate 

lines so that their character can be seen at a glance. 

Florence Alden Gragg 
Smith College 



Nonni Panopolitani Dionysiaca. Recensuit Arthurus Ludwich. 
Leipzig: Teubner, 1909-11. Vol. I, pp. xxiv+500; Vol. II, 
pp. 556. 

For many years the editor has been a student of the Dionysiaca. As 
early as 1875 he made a collation of the Laurentian codex (L), and two years 
later as a result of this and other study published in Hermes XII 274 ff. an 
article describing and discussing the many kinds of errors found in the text 
of the poem. Again, in Rhein. Mus. N.F. XLII (1887) 233-38 he published 
a collection of passages from the Dionysiaca imitated, as he holds, from 
the writings of Gregory Nazianzen. But these two articles represent only 
a very small portion of the work which the learned scholar was doing on the 
poem. He collated all the manuscripts known to him, studied the various 
editions and the emendations of various scholars, collecting a great mass of 
critical matter for the better understanding of the poem, reserving it for his 
personal use, and with no thought of making a new edition of the poem. 
This modest plan was changed by a fortunate circumstance. In the Berliner 
Klmsikertexte, Heft 5 (1907), 1. Halfte, pp. 94-106, were published some 
fragments of an Egyptian papyrus containing portions of Books 14, 15, and 
16 of the Dionysiaca. Though the lines were barely three hundred in num- 
ber, they were sufficient to establish the essential correctness of the editor's 
conjectures made with the aid of L. This it was that led him, though 
reluctant, to undertake the drudgery of a new edition in which the results 
of his studies should be readily accessible to scholars. The work is very 
properly dedicated, "Alberto Zimmermann Quinti Smyrnaei Sospitatori 
Amico." 

In the Preface the editor discusses some matters with reference to the 
poem which had not hitherto been definitely determined. The probable 
date of the poem is fixed at 390-405. The name of the author was unknown 
to scholars for a long period. It is not mentioned by Eustathius, who quotes 
from the poem, nor by the editor of the Etymologicum magnum nor by 
Suidas. The name was known, however, to Angelus Politian. His knowl- 
edge of it was probably gained from a passage in the histories of Agathias 
Myrinaeus, quoted by our editor, in which two lines of the poem are given 
with the author's name. But it was not found on the oldest manuscript, L, 



